Abstract: The incorporation of a city is a complex geographic event, yet the geography of newly incorporated municipalities (NIM) has been understudied. This paper first explores the highly uneven spatial distribution of NIMs in the United States, arguing that one potential explanation for the underlying geographic concentration of NIMs to a select few states may lie with the varied annexation standards of each state. However, it is also argued that the concentration of NIMs in particular "hotspots" within specific states suggests that something more is at play, and the localized clustering effect seems to be stimulated by a process of knowledge spillover and social networks of learning. Second, little research has been conducted that empirically compares the socio-economic characteristics of NIMs to a set of nearby cohort cities. It is argued that while race, income, population size, and population density are key differentiating variables between NIMs and cohort cites, nuanced differences and similarities exist that make it difficult to support sweeping generalizations.
INTRODUCTION
During the 1990s, the United States witnessed the incorporation of 263 new cities. These newly incorporated municipalities (NIMs) were established on the edges of growing metropolitan areas, in beach and mountain resort destinations, and largely rural counties. The incorporation of these new cities is a complex and politically charged geographic event. These new cities can either contribute to metropolitan fragmentation within a region (Tiebout, 1956; Ostrom et al., 1961; Schneider, 1986; Weiher, 1991; Downs, 1994; Orfield, 1997; Rusk, 2003; Ingalls and Rassel, 2005) , and/or provide important public services to growing urban areas (Burns, 1994; Foster, 1997; Musso, 2001) . NIMs can also result in new school boundaries, new levels of taxation, and new boards and commissions with varied political powers (Miller, 1981; Jonas, 1991; Cox and Jonas, 1993) .
Historically, the process of creating a new city has been centered on the inclusionary efforts of residents that seek to provide for the common defense, offer needed public services, and share costs to benefit the overall common good. However, recent studies conducted in the United States over the last 30 years have highlighted the growing role of exclusionary principles in new city formation. An extensive review of the limited literature on municipal incorporation suggests that newly incorporated cities have exclusionary characteristics along both social and economic dimensions (Miller, 1981; Hoch, 1985; Weiher, 1991; Burns, 1994; Blakely and Snyder, 1997; Musso, 2001; Low, 2008 ). Musso's (2001) study of 71 municipal incorporation efforts in California determined that "the communities that sought incorporation tended to be older and more educated, to have higher incomes and more valuable homes" (p. 150). According to Teaford (1997, pp. 15-16) , a common motive for incorporation was to protect and preserve the small-scale, homogeneous community life style of the villages. Suburbanites did not opt for incorporation as a means of fashioning the public infrastructure for a future great city. They chose municipal status to protect the existing suburban environment and to ensure a way of life different from that of a city. Municipal incorporation was, then, a wall designed to preserve and protect and not an avenue to facilitate change and urbanization.
Likewise, Miller (1981) found that of the 32 new municipalities created between 1950 and 1970 in California, 28 contained black populations of less than one percent. Part of the explanation for these findings is that many NIMs first emerge as "defensive incorporations" (Rigos and Spindler, 1991) in an effort to defend their community against the annexation efforts of other nearby municipalities (Miller, 1981; Hoch, 1984) .
The theoretical agenda of this paper is twofold. First, we argue that the geography of newly incorporated municipalities at the national level has been understudied. A central thesis in this paper is that NIMs are not equally distributed nationally but spatially concentrated, in part, because local communities experience a "clustering effect" that is prompted by a sort of herd mentality. We argue that a process of knowledge spillover and social networks of learning (O'Hagan and Green, 2002) are at play, in which certain places are disproportionately more likely than others to attempt to incorporate-a sort of "success breeds success" phenomenon. Of course, the clustering of NIMs is also partly attributable to the more liberal annexation and incorporation laws found in some states that act as an effective trigger for NIM formation for communities concerned about the annexation strategies of nearby larger cities. Second, much of the literature suggests that the threat of annexation and the growth of nearby more diverse existing municipalities is a major factor in determining whether a community chooses to incorporate. The literature is predicated on the belief that new municipalities are socioeconomically more homogeneous than nearby larger and more diverse existing cities. However, very little research has been conducted that empirically compares the socioeconomic characteristics of NIMs to a set of nearby cohort cities, particularly at the national level. In this paper, we identify some of the key socioeconomic characteristics that differentiate NIMs from a set of cohort cities. We argue that while many NIMs are homogeneous, affluent enclaves that apparently seek to "slam the door shut" on their big-city neighbors, nuanced differences and similarities exist that make it difficult to support any sweeping generalizations (particularly regarding race and government spending). Unlike the existing literature that has relied upon small sample sizes and limited case studies; this paper will examine all incorporation activity that occurred in the United States between 1990 and 2000.
SMITH AND DEBBAGE LITERATURE REVIEW: MUNICIPAL INCORPORATION
The development of municipalities in the United States covers a relatively short history when compared to other parts of the world. The majority of cities in the United States have only developed over the last three to four centuries. Factors influencing municipal incorporation in the United States have also changed over time. Initially, the creation of new municipalities was primarily the result of defensive and security concerns. "In the 1660s, the proprietors of South Carolina told their colonists: 'You and your council … are to choose some fitting place whereon to build a fort under the protection of which is to be your first town'" (Burns, 1994, p. 45) . As the country developed and began to be populated, commercial interests influenced the development of new municipalities.
Later, cities were created as a result of the combination of several important elements. Burns (1994) argued that "citizens created towns in order to improve land, create spaces for commercial development, and control the entrance of unwanted others with access to settlement laws" (p. 46). The development of land and the need for commercial or trading areas are factors that have continued to contribute to the creation of cities from the earliest of times. According to Meinig (1986) , the founding of a town in many cases was speculative in nature and an exercise in predicting the development of future commercial centers. The dawn of the 20th century brought with it new technological influences on municipal incorporation activity. The public's desire for water, sewer, fire protection, public health initiatives, streetcars, and electricity resulted in the development of cities as the primary providers of these services (Teaford, 1984; Burns, 1994) . "During the last half of the 19th century American city governments sponsored feats of engineering never before attempted, provided comforts and conveniences previously unknown to urban dwellers and initiated a range of municipal services of unprecedented breadth" (Teaford, 1984, p. 217) . The provision of these services "increased citizens' interest in creating new local governments" (Burns, 1994, p. 47) . A city's ability to finance the development of technological advancements greatly contributed to municipal incorporation activity after the turn of the 20th century.
Municipal incorporation efforts from 1920 to 1940 were, however, often shrouded in exclusionary ambitions (Teaford, 1979 (Teaford, , 1997 Burns, 1994) . Traditionally, a policy of exclusion could have been carried out through the placement of restrictive deed covenants on property. However, this practice was abolished in 1948 and many areas turned to zoning as a potential way to exclude minorities. The ability to zone property within cities and towns offered a legal mechanism through which municipalities excluded minorities and low-income residents through the use of overly large minimum lot sizes and restrictions on multi-family zoning (Teaford, 1979 (Teaford, , 1997 Burns, 1994) .
The rapid suburbanization of the post-WWII years dramatically affected municipal incorporation. The development of a federally funded interstate highway system and federally guaranteed low-interest mortgages from the Federal Housing Administration and Veterans Administration opened up land farther away from the cores of existing cities and allowed for the beginnings of a new settlement pattern (Jackson, 1985) . However, many of these new suburban residents still expected to receive the services they grew accustomed to in the older cities. As a result, new municipalities began to emerge on the urban periphery in order to provide services such as water and sewer. Security and exclusion continued to influence municipal incorporation in the post-WWII years (Miller, 1981; Blakely and Snyder, 1997; Musso, 2001) . The rising number of gated communities across the country may be the ultimate expression of these exclusionary tendencies. Blakely and Snyder (1997) argued that "Gated communities, one of the more dramatic forms of residential boundaries, have been springing up around the country since the early 1980s. Millions of Americans have chosen to live in walled and fenced communal residential space that was previously integrated with the larger shared civic space" (p. 1). While not all gated communities incorporate and officially become cities, many do. Miller (1981) also outlined a movement toward what he called "minimal cities," which he characterized as communities that largely incorporate in an effort to keep taxes low, keep out affordable housing developers, and limit bureaucracy. In comparison to the early 20th century when cities were formed to provide services, Miller's "minimal cities" seek to provide a minimum level of public services.
New cities also incorporate for fiscal reasons. The potential of collecting shared revenues from state and county governments (e.g., sales tax) is a large incentive for many communities. Collecting and spending property taxes locally is also a major issue in many communities that incorporate. In some instances, control over local tax dollars is seen as a key benefit of incorporation. For example, financial considerations played a prominent role in much of the municipal incorporation activity in Los Angeles County during the 1960s and 1970s (Miller, 1981) . The Lakewood Plan, which paved the way for incorporation activity in Los Angeles County, was centered on an agreement between proposed cities and LA County. The Plan guaranteed that the County government would continue to be the service provider throughout the entire county. Thus, newly incorporated municipalities could realize cost savings by utilizing existing county services instead of duplicating county programs, whereas Los Angeles County could still expect to generate income from the services it provided.
Studies have also highlighted the role of developers and politicians who attempt to create "invisible walls" that may prevent the entry of minority groups into a town or city (Hoch, 1984; Weiher, 1991; Burns, 1994) . Miller (1981) has argued that newly incorporated cities are often created by wealthy élites that seek to limit the redistribution of tax revenues to the poor. Burns (1994) also acknowledged the establishment of new cities to provide additional urban services to suburban areas. More recently, Smith and Debbage (2006) highlighted the clustering phenomena that accompanied the incorporations of the 1990s. The "herd mentality" described in their work alludes to a common experience shared by NIMs across the country. They found that many communities in close geographic proximity to each other engaged in a "laboratories of democracies" phenomenon and as a result the region witnessed a sort of "domino effect" of incorporation activity. Finally, Tkacheva (2008) developed a supply-side model for examining municipal incorporation that is based on better understanding the role that city, county, and state agencies play in the approval of new municipal incorporations.
That said, the geography of NIMs at a national level has been understudied, and as a result we argue that several key arguments have been overlooked. In this paper, we hypothesize that NIM activity is disproportionately elevated in a small number of states with more liberal annexation and incorporation standards. We also argue that in those more "liberal" states, an intense clustering effect takes place in just a small number of subregions, suggesting that NIM activity is also a manifestation of shared experience and supportive social networks that extends beyond a simple discussion of varied state-based legislative standards. We also hypothesize that the existing literature on the explicit socioeconomic differences that exist between new and existing municipalities will be validated when analyzed at the national level, with some notable exceptions.
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

Identification of NIMs and Cohort Cities
The newly incorporated municipalities included in our database were identified by utilizing the U.S. Census Bureau Boundary and Annexation Survey data. The Boundary and Annexation Survey (BAS) takes place annually between decennial censuses. Although the BAS is a self-reported survey that may not include all the new recently incorporated municipalities in the United States, response rates typically exceed 95 percent (Miller, 1988) . Response rates remain high because the Census Bureau and other federal agencies utilize the BAS data in allocating federal monies.
The U.S. Census is particularly interested in boundary change, as it may immediately impact the population of a municipality. Specifically, the BAS "collects information about the inventory of the legal boundaries for and the legal actions affecting the boundaries of: counties, incorporated places, minor civil divisions (for states that have this kind of active governmental unit) and federally recognized legal American Indian areas" (Federal Register, 2004) . In a few instances the BAS can include the reclassification of an existing local government from a borough to a township (e.g., the NIMs of Essex County, NJ). This paper takes the broadest interpretation of what can be considered a new municipality by following the BAS's lead and includes these reclassifications.
In order to identify the key socioeconomic differences that may emerge between the 263 NIMs established during the 1990s and existing nearby cities, a listing of "cohort cities" was compiled through a rigorous three-step process. First, the U.S. Census Bureau's Places Cartographic Boundary Files for 1990 and 2000 were examined to determine if any annexation activity had occurred near the 263 NIMs established during the 1990s. Rigos and Spindler (2001) , Hoch (1984), and Miller (1981) all identified the threat of annexation and the growth of pre-existing, nearby municipalities as a primary factor influencing a community's decision to incorporate. Figure 1 illustrates how the 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census Bureau's Boundary Files were compared to determine if any annexation activity had occurred. In Figure 1 , Innsbrook, MO is a NIM that was established in 1998 and was located near five pre-existing cities that included Foristell, Truesdale, Warrenton, Wentzville, and Wright City, MO. Warrenton, MO was selected as the cohort city for Innsbrook, MO (NIM) because it was the only city that annexed land during the 1990s, and much of the annexed land was in the general direction of Innsbrook. If a NIM had multiple candidates for inclusion in the cohort cities group based on annexation activity, the municipality that was the closest to the NIM was chosen. The logic here is that typically the closest municipality to the NIM that was actively engaged in annexation during the 1990s will be the "perceived threat" that prompted the incorporation.
If none of the surrounding municipalities annexed land during the 1990s, a minimum distance analysis was performed to determine the appropriate cohort city. For this analysis, 573 a distance measurement was taken between the NIM and the potential cohort cities. Figure  2 illustrates the minimum distance analysis process. The municipality of Grant City, MO, which was located 2.5 miles away from the NIM (i.e., Irena, MO) was chosen as the cohort city, because it was the closest existing city.
Finally, the population of the potential cohort municipalities was also considered. If multiple cohort cities experienced annexation activity and were located equidistant from the NIM, then the population of the potential cohort cities was taken into consideration when determining the cohort city. The potential cohort city with the largest population was chosen in these cases. Rigos and Spindler (1991) argued that "annexations involving large populations in the initiating municipalities spur more incorporations because they will be more noticed by communities that seek to avoid being engulfed by other aggressive cities" (p. 80). This three-step process yielded 234 cohort cities that were utilized to test for statistically significant differences with the NIMs. The database has fewer cohort cities than NIMs because in some cases a single cohort city was located adjacent to multiple NIMs formed during the 1990s.
The three-step process outlined above placed a greater emphasis on annexation activity over distance, and distance over population size. As a general rule, the first step of identifying annexation activity was largely utilized to identify the majority of cohort cities. Only 13.7% of the cohort cities identified through this three-step process did not experience any annexation activity in the 1990s. In reality, 66% of the cohort cities either shared a common boundary with a NIM or were located within 1 mile of the NIM boundary. 
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Data Variables
Based on a review of the existing literature on municipal incorporation, we selected the following variables in the socioeconomic analysis of NIMs and cohort cities. Most of the data was obtained from the US Census Bureau (2003 Bureau ( , 2006 unless otherwise stated.
Total Population. The 2000 Census population for each NIM and NIM cohort city will be compared to determine if any statistically significant differences exist. Musso (2001) determined that "the process of incorporation promoted small cities" (p. 151) and Teaford (1997) argued that smaller populations would help to ensure homogeneity.
Population Density. Population density is utilized because a community's density level is often an indicator of urbanity. Population density was examined to determine if NIMs have lower population densities than NIM cohort cities. As noted above, Teaford (1997) stated that communities choose incorporation as a means of protecting "the existing suburban environment and to ensure a way of life different from that of a city. Municipal incorporation was, then, a wall designed to preserve and protect and not an avenue to facilitate change and urbanization" (pp. 15-16) .
Median Age and Percent Population 65 and Older. Musso's (2001) study of municipal incorporation in California determined that incorporating municipalities were older than their cohort communities.
Racial composition: Percentage White, Black, and Hispanic/Latino Residents. Burns (1994) , Rigos and Spindler (1991) , Hoch (1984), and Miller (1981) all emphasized the issue of segregation in the development of new cities. 
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Percent College Graduates 25 and Older. Musso's (2001) examination of incorporation efforts in California found that the residents of newly incorporated municipalities were better educated than a group of cohort communities.
Median Value of Owner-Occupied Units. More expensive housing was a characteristic of newly incorporated municipalities according to Musso (2001) in her study of California incorporation efforts.
Median Year Structure Built. These data provide a frame of reference as to the overall age of the housing stock in the NIM and cohort city.
Median Year Householder Moved into Unit. This variable helps to determine if NIMs contained relatively newer residents than existing older cohort cities.
Median Household Income. Musso (2001) determined higher incomes were a primary component of new municipalities when compared to a group of cohort communities.
Percent of Persons in Poverty.
Examining the percentage of persons in poverty for each NIM and cohort city provides an additional measure of the wealth (or lack there of) of the community.
Percent of Residents Employed in NIM or Cohort City. The percentage of residents employed was examined because the literature suggests that many NIMs are bedroom communities that lack employment opportunities.
Mean Travel Time to Work. The mean travel time to work was examined to determine if commuting times are significantly different for NIMs and their cohort cities.
Occupation (Employed Civilian Population 16 Years and Over).
The Census divides all employment into one of six categories at the macro scale. These categories include: (a) Managerial, Professional, and Related Occupations; (b) Service Occupations; (c) Sales and Office Occupations; (d) Farming, Fishing, and Forestry Occupations; (e) Construction, Extraction, and Maintenance Occupations; and (f) Production, Transportation, and Material-Moving Occupations. The occupation of residents may be related to income, education, and housing values. All of these characteristics were determined to be statistically significant according to Musso's (2001) study of municipal incorporation in California.
Government Finances. The Government Revenue and Government Expenditure data of each NIM and cohort city was obtained from the 2002 Census of Governments to provide data on the finances of each municipality. These figures will be divided by the 2000 population of each municipality to derive a Total Government Revenue and Government Expenditure Per Capita figure for each NIM. Several studies have identified government finances and specifically taxes (Burns, 1994; Miller, 1981) as a potential factor in incorporation, as residents seek to limit tax liabilities in new cities. Revenue specifically includes money generated from taxes as well as intergovernmental exchanges from the federal and/ or state government (US Census Bureau, 2002) .
RESULTS
Spatial Distribution of Newly Incorporated Municipalities in the United States
Since the 1950s the United States has witnessed a steady growth in the number of municipalities (Fig. 3) . During the 1990s, 263 newly incorporated municipalities (NIMs) were created in the United States (Fig. 4) and these new cities contained a combined population of more than 1.65 million in 2000. As Figure 4 indicates, many of the NIMs 576 SMITH AND DEBBAGE created in the 1990s are concentrated within a select few metropolitan areas. These spatial concentrations of new municipalities include the NIMs of the Seattle-Tacoma, Northern California, Los Angeles-San Diego, and Salt Lake City regions. Most of these NIM concentrations involve communities that were established with fairly large populations, in part due to state legislative standards that required higher population thresholds as a condition for incorporation, as is the case with the NIMs in Washington state (U.S. Advisory Commission, 1993). However, the concentration of well-populated NIMs in California is more likely the result of the lengthy boundary review process that is required for all proposed municipal incorporations.
By contrast, the South region of the United States also experienced a large number of municipal incorporations during the 1990s, but at much lower population thresholds due to less stringent legislative standards. With the exception of Florida (which has a high minimum population threshold standard), most of the NIMs in the Southern states had very small population totals in 2000. The mean population total for NIMs in the South Census Region (when excluding Florida) was 1,675 and the median population total was just 569.
Examining NIM activity at the state level reveals that most of the activity during the 1990s occurred in just a few states, including North Carolina, Texas, Missouri, Alabama, and California (see Table 1 ). These five states accounted for more than 44% of all NIMs created during the 1990s. North Carolina had the most NIMs established during the 1990s, with 34 new municipalities and six of the top ten states were located in the South.
A potential explanation for this underlying geographic concentration of NIMs may lie with the varied annexation standards of each state. Better understanding the role of annexation regarding NIMs is important because Rigos and Spindler (1991) identified the threat of an annexation by a larger, nearby city as a leading factor in determining the frequency of new incorporations. Rigos and Spindler (1991) termed these NIMs "defensive incorporations" because the community proposing incorporation often times is more focused on avoiding annexation by a larger more heterogeneous nearby city than on creating a new municipality out of any perceived public need.
A national review of annexation standards by Palmer and Lindsey (2001) identified 22 states that allow municipal annexation without the consent of the affected property owners. Smirnova and Ingalls (2007) explored the relationship between annexation and population growth on select Southern cities and found existing municipalities that were able to annex property more liberally tend to have higher growth rates. This type of unilateral annexation is viewed as the most aggressive form of annexation and is available in Illinois, North Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and Washington, which may explain the plethora of incorporations within these states. Curiously, neither Alabama, Arkansas, California, Florida, nor Missouri allows unilateral annexation, even though each experienced a significant amount of NIM activity, suggesting that more research is needed if we are to fully understand the complex geographic patterns of municipal incorporation. Given these varied findings, it is clear that the concept of liberal or conservative annexation standards needs to be further deconstructed. Some states have encouraged municipal annexation in order for services such as water and sewer owned by municipalities to be provided more cheaply where the motives are more likely driven by economies of scale. However, in some of these cases, municipal annexation is divorced from the consolidation of other public services, most notably public education (Jonas, 1991; Jonas and Cox, 1993) . The end result is some states have policies on municipal annexation that promote the growth of existing municipalities that can be considered liberal, but have more conservative policies regarding the use of annexation as a tool for consolidating local public schools. Consequently, the notions of liberal or conservative annexation standards are simply broad generalizations of a much more complicated set of standards and policies that may have a meaningful impact on municipal incorporation activity.
Clustering of NIMs by County
In addition to the concentrations of NIMs within certain regions, an explicit dichotomy of NIM formation existed during the 1990s at the county level. More than 44% (116) of the NIMs that incorporated between 1990 and 2000 were located in a county where at least one other NIM was established (see Table 2 ). The most active counties in the nation regarding NIMs included: King County, WA (Seattle) (10 incorporations), Union County, NC (Charlotte) (6 NIMs), and Guilford County, NC (Greensboro) (5 NIMs).
Although legislative standards that vary by state partly explain the national map of NIMs, it appears that within certain states an even more intense clustering effect is self evident. For example, in both Florida and North Carolina, it seems that different 'hotspots' of NIM activity have emerged in just a few select places, suggesting that additional factors may explain the underlying geography of NIMs.
The clustering of NIMs in specific counties within a state can be partially explained by an apparent "herd mentality," in which a local political culture is established that facilitates the diffusion of a NIM ideology in response to the aggressive annexation tactics of neighboring cities. A "copy-cat" effect seems to take place within a region after the first unincorporated community successfully makes the transition to NIM status. This "seedbed effect" seems to encourage and inspire other unincorporated territories to consider incorporation strategies.
By contrast, the more geographically isolated NIMs in counties that experienced no other NIM activity tended to be established for reasons that are largely unrelated to competing jurisdictional pressures and are more likely the product of local needs (i.e., the need for services). These sorts of NIMs tended to be fairly small rural communities. For example, the 116 NIMs located in counties with other NIMs had a mean population of 9,698 according to the 2000 U.S. Census data compared to a mean population of only 3,617 for the 147 more geographically isolated NIMs. 
A Localized Cluster: The Guilford County Experience
An excellent example of this more localized clustering effect includes the five NIMs established in Guilford County during the 1990s (Fig. 5) . Guilford County is located in the Central Piedmont Region of North Carolina and contains the state's third largest municipality-Greensboro and other large existing cities including High Point and part of Kerners ville. A potential reason for NIM clustering in Guilford County may be Greensboro's aggressive plans to annex 45 square miles and 22,000 residents during the 1990s (Barstow, 1993) . Based on the state's unilateral annexation standards, residents of the unincorporated communities within Guilford County had little right of appeal and began exploring the option of incorporation. One of the founding members of the Oak Ridge NIM established in Guilford County in 1998 stated "A group of us got together and formed a committee because we knew Summerfield, which had been incorporated a few years earlier, Kernersville and Greensboro were interested in moving into this area" (Hairston, 2007) . It appears that a sort of domino effect triggered by the successful incorporation of Summerfield led to other incorporations within a short period of time in Guilford County.
The clustering of NIMs within certain counties clearly alludes to a shared experience among these municipalities to protect the homogeneity of their community. These results imply that, after the successful incorporation of one municipality, other unincorporated territories within a county seem more willing to attempt incorporation as a method for protecting against annexation and preserving what is unique about their community.
Socioeconomic Characteristics of NIMs and Cohort Municipalities
Comparing NIMs to national averages reveals that NIMs have a higher percentage white population and a smaller percentage African American and Hispanic population than does the U.S. as a whole (Table 3 ). This finding is consistent with the existing literature on municipal incorporation that suggests that many of these newly formed municipalities are more homogeneous than the nation as a whole. Additionally, the population of NIMs on average has a higher median age (38.4 years) than the U.S. as a whole (35.3 years). Many inhabitants of NIMs are older wealthy professionals that are relocating from a more urban setting. Also, some NIMs are pseudo-retirement communities with a significant share of elderly residents. Finally, a NIM's pre-existing community (before incorporation) tends to have some older, more rural inhabitants that have resided there for many decades prior to incorporation.
The average NIM resident also spends 27.3 minutes commuting to work, compared to a national mean travel time of 25.5 minutes. Typically, newly incorporated municipalities do not have large employment centers and are located on the periphery of urban areas. As a result, their residents tend to experience lengthier commutes. The "average" NIM also had a higher median household income ($48,529) than the United States ($41,994) as a whole. Additionally, the median value of NIM owner-occupied dwellings was higher ($148,376) than that for the U.S. as a whole ($119,600). Finally, the average NIM had an 11% poverty rate compared to a 12.4% nationally.
The literature has suggested that many NIMs are homogeneous enclaves of largely white, upper-income residents that wish to "slam the door shut" on their more diverse big-city neighbors (Blakely and Snyder, 1997; Teaford, 1997; Musso, 2001) . As a result, as noted previously, many NIMs are established as defensive incorporations to thwart the expansionist strategies of a nearby larger city (Rigos and Spindler 1991; Burns 1994) . 
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Some of the more localized NIM clusters identified earlier in this paper seem to suggest similar conclusions. However, a key question left unanswered is whether statistically significant differences exist between NIMs and a group of cohort municipalities along a range of socioeconomic variables. Table 4 highlights the results of a paired t-test analysis for the 263 NIMs and 234 cohort cities included in the database (some NIMs shared the same cohort city). A majority of the socioeconomic variables included in this analysis were statistically different at the 5% level of significance (14 of the 24 variables) between the NIM and cohort city.
Nationally, NIMs had much smaller populations than the cohort group (6,300 versus 54,958, respectively) and also had much lower population densities (1,110 persons per square mile) than the cohort municipalities (1,582 persons per square mile). NIMs tend to have smaller populations and lower population densities because they are often established as an antithesis to the existing municipality and often promise to levy no taxes, provide no services, and maintain a small town/rural atmosphere. NIMs are frequently viewed as bastions of suburban escapism in which the community is centered on the development of larger lot single-family home subdivisions. NIMs also had a statistically significantly larger percentage of white residents (86.2%) than did cohort municipalities (81.9%)-although the differences are not as great as implied in some of the previous literature. The percentage of white residents in NIMs is higher because many of the NIMs seem to be established in order to "flee" from the more diverse populations found in existing nearby, larger cities. An example that highlights these national trends is Hytop, AL-a community on the outskirts of Mongtomery, AL. Hytop incorporated in 1991 and had a 2000 population of 315 residents compared to Montgomery's population of 201,568. Hytop's racial composition was 96.2 % white, while Montgomery's was 49.6% black. Finally, Hytop had a population density of 139 people per square mile compared to Montgomery's population density of 1,288 people per square mile. An examination of the 1990 and 2000 Census Boundaries for Montgomery, AL reveals that Montgomery had annexed property during the decade and this annexation activity may have influenced Hytop's incorporation. These findings are consistent with the literature on municipal incorporation that suggests some new cities are created to "escape" from their larger, denser, more heterogeneous neighbors.
Several other variables followed the expected findings based on the existing literature on municipal incorporation. Median household income and the median value of owner occupied units were both significantly higher in NIMs than in the cohort cities. The median household income for NIM residents averaged $48,529 compared to just $41,621 for cohort municipalities. Likewise, the median value of NIM owner-occupied housing units averaged $148,376 compared to only $119,554 for the cohort municipalities. Additionally, the percentage of residents in poverty was statistically significantly lower in NIMs than Cohorts (NIMs 11.1% vs. Cohorts 13.8%).
A NIM and cohort city that echo these findings are the cities of Malibu, CA (incorporated in 1991) and Los Angeles, CA. During the study period, Los Angeles annexed property in the vicinity of Malibu. By 2000, Malibu had a median household income of $102,031 compared to only $36,687 in Los Angeles. Likewise, the median value of an owner-occupied housing unit in Malibu was $1,000,000 compared to $215,600 in Los Angeles. Finally, Los Angeles reported a poverty rate of 22.1% compared to just 7.6% in Malibu. The existing literature has argued that NIMs tend to be wealthier enclaves and as a result have higher income levels, higher house values, and lower poverty levels.
However, several of the statistically significantly different variables in this analysis have not received as much attention in the existing literature and need further explanation. Mean travel time and the percent of residents employed in the city of residence are both statistically significantly different. Mean travel times are higher in NIM communities (27.3 minutes) compared to the cohort group (24 minutes) and fewer NIM residents are employed in the city of residence when compared to the cohort cities (14.4% versus 35.8%).
A good example of a pre-existing city and NIM that showcase these findings includes Charlotte, NC and the newly established city of Marvin, NC. A review of the Census Bureau Boundary Files for Charlotte, NC during the 1990s revealed that the city annexed toward Marvin. This growth pressure may have played a role in Marvin's desire to incorporate. In 2000, Charlotte residents had a mean commute time of 25.1 minutes, while residents of the new city of Marvin (a bedroom community near Charlotte) experienced a mean travel time to work of 32.6 minutes. Additionally, only 10.3% of Marvin's residents were employed in their city of residence compared to 82.2% in Charlotte. These results show that NIM residents tend not to be employed within the NIM and thus spend more time driving to work. Because NIMs by definition are relatively new urban places, they tend not to have fully developed and diversified employment centers.
The average median year a structure was built was also statistically significantly different at the 5% level (for NIMs it was 1976 and for cohort cities it was 1973). This result is not surprising because it was expected that newer structures would predominate in the newly established NIMs, but the differences are not substantive. Additionally, the percentage of residents residing in the same house or city in 2000 as they did in 1995 was also lower for NIMs (60.8%) compared to cohort cities (63.5%). This result was also expected given the "newness" of NIMs. However, the median year that households moved into the structure in which they currently resided was 1992 for NIMs and 1994 for the cohort cities. NIMs tend to host populations with a higher median age than cohort cities, suggesting a reduced household turnover rate, given the elevated mobility levels of individuals in earlier stages of the life cycle.
Overall, the five most important statistically significant variables based on percentage change between the NIM mean and cohort city mean, in order of magnitude, included: Total Population, Percentage of Residents Employed in the City of Residence, Population Density (persons per square mile), Median Value of Owner-Occupied Units, and Percentage of Residents Living in Poverty (see Table 4 ). One explanation for these substantive relative differences between the NIM mean and cohort city mean may reflect the broader restructuring of metropolitan areas to a more polycentric urban form that is characterized by a proliferation of smaller populated municipalities, with less dense settlement patterns and fewer employment opportunities. It is possible these relative differences between NIMs and cohorts may be increasing over time-an area meriting additional research attention.
Perhaps the most surprising findings were observed in the variables that were not statistically significantly different between NIMs and cohorts. While the percentage white population was statistically significantly different, the same findings did not apply regarding various ethnic minorities. For example, the differences in the percentage black and Hispanic residents between NIMs and cohorts was not statistically significant, although the percentage of black residents in NIMs (7.1%) was lower than that in the cohort cities (9.5%). Similar trends were reported in the percentage of Hispanic residents located in NIMs (7%) versus cohort cities (9%), although they were not statistically significantly different.
Another variable that was not statistically significantly different was the percentage of residents 65 and older, although the median age for NIMs is significantly higher than for the cohort city (38.4 versus 36.6 years, respectively). The percentage of residents 65 and older was slightly lower in NIMs (13.6%) than in cohort cities (14.2%).
Additionally, the fiscally derived variables that measured the spending and collection of municipal dollars (i.e., per capita municipal revenue and expenditure) were not statistically different, although NIMs collected more revenue per capita ($2,375 for NIMs vs. $1,656 for cohorts) and spent more money per capita ($2,228 vs. $1,683) than the existing larger cohort cities. The higher per capita revenue and expenditure figures for NIMs may be a consequence of the higher household incomes and home valuations, which in NIMs tend to generate larger revenue and expenditure streams through taxation. That said, the empirical analysis partly debunks the notion that NIMs are established to avoid the big government and higher taxes of nearby larger cities. However, having fewer residents living in poverty can also reduce the potential tax burden for NIMs.
By and large, the occupational composition of NIMs and cohort cities as measured by the percentage of the labor force in various economic activities was not significantly different (except for services and construction).
2 NIMs contain a statistically significantly lower percentage of residents in services (13.4% for NIMs vs. 15.7% for cohorts) and a significantly higher percentage of residents in construction (12.2% vs. 10.7%). These findings may highlight the fact that many NIMs are bedroom communities that lack services. As a result, NIMs rely on their largest nearest neighboring city to provide such services. The higher percentage of NIM residents employed in the construction industry may be partially explained by the high level of construction activity in more suburban locations located adjacent to existing NIMs.
Overall, the t-test results suggest that NIMs are smaller, less densely settled communities that host a significantly wealthier and higher percentage of white populations with fewer residents living in poverty. However, the national examination of NIMs also identified subtle differences that had not been expected. Some of these more subtle differences may only emerge when the dataset employed (such as in this study) includes a large number of NIMs from across the country; previous research has been largely conducted at the local or regional scale.
CONCLUSIONS
Several key findings have emerged from this national analysis of NIMS. First, their spatial distribution reveals a unique concentration of new municipalities in just a few states, including Alabama, California, Florida, Missouri, North Carolina, Texas, and Washington, which may be partially attributable to varying legislative standards of annexation and incorporation. Additionally, the localized clustering of NIMs within certain counties in the United States alludes to a shared experience among new municipalities that suggest additional factors are at play in explaining the geography of NIMs, including supportive social networks of learning and knowledge spillover effects.
Secondly, NIMs and cohort municipalities are statistically significantly different along several key socioeconomic dimensions. This finding compliments the existing literature on municipal incorporation that suggests NIMs are fundamentally different from nearby existing municipalities along a range of socioeconomic variables. Both this paper and the existing literature have found that race, income, population size, and population density are key differentiating variables for NIMs and cohort municipalities. Nationally, NIMs have larger percentages of white residents, higher median incomes, smaller populations, and lower population densities. This study also revealed that several additional variables are also important. These include the findings that NIMs have higher mean travel times and lower percentages of residents employed in their place of residence, contain newer residential structures, and have residents who have lived in their place of residence longer than those in the cohort cities.
In conclusion, NIMs and cohort municipalities do differentiate nationally along a specific range of socioeconomic variables. The differences between NIMs and cohorts across the country may clearly allude to the commonality of the incorporation experience, whereby NIMs are established in response to the aggressive annexation tactics of nearby existing municipalities, which can lead in turn to the creation of relatively homogeneous enclaves. That said, it is clear that the ethnic composition and government spending habits of NIMs may not meet the established preconceptions articulated in the existing literature. NIMs and cohort cities are not significantly different in terms of the percentage of the population that is black or Hispanic. Additionally, the per capita municipal revenue and expenditure rates of NIMs were not significantly different, although NIMs tended to generate surprisingly higher per capita government revenues.
Clearly additional research is needed in this understudied field to differentiate national and local trends in municipal incorporation patterns in more detail. One potential area of research is a more detailed examination of the role of developers and the "growth coalition" in the establishment of a new municipality. Although this may be difficult to quantify, it is clear that one important precondition for NIMs is the rapid and spatially concentrated development of single-family housing in an unincorporated area. The issue then is whether or not the area is subsequently annexed or incorporated into a separate city. In some states, resident property owners can initiate the proposal to incorporate, while in other cases absentee landowners can do so. Developing an improved understanding of who owns the land and what laws states have regarding detailed incorporation proceedings are crucially important and merit additional attention in the literature. Finally, it is possible that the aftermath of public school desegregation may be an important factor in shaping the geography of NIMs during the 1990s (and especially those involved in the creation of separate school districts), and this might be an important area of future research.
